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who thought they could detect sutures in the jaw, and
it was not until Owen, with more material at his dis-
posal, showed that the supposed reptilian sutures were
not sutures, that the mammalian nature of these jaws
was generally accepted. Yet now Mr. Dewar thinks
that these mammalian jaws with mammalian teeth may
very possibly have belonged to reptiles, thereby reject-
ing the only two of his twenty points that can be tested
on these fossils !

The whole question as to whether Mammalia have
descended along several independent lines from Rep-
tilia or directly from Amphibia without passing through
a reptilian stage is essentially a verbal dispute. It is a
question of how we first define an amphibian, a reptile
and a mammal, and how we can then classify fossils
which give us no information on essential points of our
definition. The boundary-lines between these three
classes are essentially horizontal, not vertical, divisions;
and it is difficult to draw a horizontal line that shall not
cut more than one of the rising lines of a genealogical
tree.

A few words on Mesozoic mammals may be added.
Instead of having, as in the case of Mesozoic birds, a
very small number of nearly complete skeletons, we
have a fairly large number of very fragmentary remains.
Not a single perfect skeleton is known; only a few
fairly complete skulls from the Cretaceous of Mongolia.
For the rest, we have only upper and lower jaws and
isolated teeth, and a few odd limb-bones which
(in spite of Cuvier's doctrine of correlation) cannot be
confidently allotted to any of the families founded on
jaws and teeth.

These scattered remains come from a limited series
of deposits, of which the two most famous are found in